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Bear Peter, 

O t0 . r the interestins cli P^ 3 ^ d the explanations in your letter of 
the 27th. I can t afford the Times by mail and it does not always got to town on the 
days I go there. Yesterday, for example, it did not make the connections, by bus. If 
make special trip, it is about 12 miles round trip to the newsstand, prohibitive 
f °f '. ne * °°/ there ^3 auch I miss that the Times alone carries. The story of this inf cm© 

*pit rs one such story. I have an interest in them and someday will be writing about them. 

T , L f ar f* 1 Y 8 * 6 the ACLU efforts with the Freedom of Information law. 

7 d to ^ ereSl ' them “ helping as when the law was passed, without success. However 

tte^ubSct "tehTVS 1SW aS yel1 ^ th0SB Wh ° 6dit hxaVe a rGsidual prejudice against * 
the subject, liberal types over »arren, unthinkingly. If they had filed suits for me in 

° f JT SGVen ^ 3 half year3 ag0 > thG decisions would have been 
entirely dxfterent because the courts were 0 However, decent peonle do hot likes to let 
themselves realize that they are timid or prejudiced. The one thing the ACLU did for me 
in those early days was refer me to one of their criminal lawyers in the event the federals 
S3 t W 8 ? 1 ** “ of ^ar S . fro. on. of thT Zlt Ju^ 

I^dwT S ’ 1 f s °7° ral “o KOS thoroughly terrified after what 

showed him, ana he fearea for me. Hut he could not persuade the baord to file for me. 

¥hen W 2 rren WaaVer £ irst ^Placed Fred Graham I saw the Times more often, fie is 
. ®. th f 1 * 3 ^ st 2 0 ^P et,3nt * The little I have seen of Lesley Gelsner’s work tells me she 

^c3 irst-rate. I have a friend who is a retired reporter who writes only the highest 
praise for her work. However, 1 can’t overcome the residual prejudice against the subject 

^asmrigton bureau or in Hew York City. % calls are never returned. 

( our Lays «go I Lett word for xiersh, who X could help, and not for the first time. So 
response. And he is working on a tricky story, using at least one dubious source. I would 

■V® 1 ; HUCh i0r of tMs important work to be damaged by something kicking baek.&ersh 
and - have never met, never spoken to each other.) 

- Perhaps tliis can be more comprehensible to you when I say that in my opinion, the 

nlj fair stones on this subject I’ve seen in the Times you wrote. I recalls no others 
not angleci or prejudiced or both. 

C °T S f 1 a Y enti ° n t0 ^ W ° rk * But 1 ***> no Merest in and avoid personal 
! tr T ’ V VS 1136(1 thG °f Information law more than any otter 

fY ?'- W a g00a bo V COre ’ 15p ' ^ precedent cases to the Supreme Court and 
none o, tnio is tews, were I to complain it would not bo personal. All them media iu-t 
sa b around reporting nothing while the law was being corrupted. The major media i^the 
<* tte la». More, the suit. thrives JLe nc-eeworth If oSJ te 
fill ai6clos f, aiid wha £ A ±crcea r -*» government to disclose. Lite Kleindienst was a liar, 
aS l Y ea J- S / D - ? % 0re n0 4 .r a + tC ' mU 1 Chareed in federal court repeatedly to high 

ZLlTi t ' ’YY eVea .? ro foma dRniGl ‘ Unreported, with reporters ore sent. 

lu^n-long stories -lied and killed. The only way I got any word out about the new book 
was Decause I figured out a way to by-pass the national desk. 

. .. ! rank H I 1183 th f f®"® prejudica * 1 remember his attitude very well when he was one 
of the .earn Harnson Salisbury put together for a re-investigation after I gave him a 
copy or tne manuscript of my second book. Or am I wrong X in thinking he was on vout team 
tnat, whether you ever knew it or not, was sabotaged from within? Anywav, when he was 
lr “£ aU i, Went tG th ° office on a numte>r of occasions with what I thought would 

tn h h i^',^ 3 ^ Xt neT ° r dia ‘ 1 ph ° nod fairiy often for thox same reason, to try 
ideren «ver was occasion then when any story would have helped me. But 
Except for apeafang to Weaver by phone, to no end, nobody was ever interested. 

Win T V/ 'n! h Xi6rsh tM ! - a ! ais ° 13X110 Wheu he Was first 011 th0 Watergate story. In time you 
S6e Y X ^ V ° PUt tQgether on ito Kuch still not reported, still not knLn 
3x1 the pr0Ceed:Lnes - tihen 1 could give this kind Of stuff away I decided to 
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----- -v — - -*•** mum x ijiiu. -co ray it; aside xor my part or 

the Say case work in September. 1 hope to be able to complete Ms last chapter soon 
and start reading and editing it. 

I called Horsh tlais week because I could help him on his current CIA work. When 
e did not return the call I decided yesterday to approach one of the; scandal sheets 
wxth what i have. What he is now doing is one of the things I could not give away. I’ve 
had proof in my possession for years, issfes In confidence, I have copies of their sur- 
veillance on. me going back to 1967. If It had been within my capability, ISd have sued 

. nem l0n< ; ago * 1 wunt to tiMJ ^i»-tQ some time back. They were encouraging only as 
long as 1 was with them. In addition to the most solid proof I also lave substantial 
reason ro believe that they have had what they call ’'operational" interest in mefe 
in tracing this I developed quite a story: covers^ names, addresses and deeds. 

Also in confidence, I had no trouble getting to see them on this. Jim Lesar is 
my lawyer on ito We haci a conference with the general counsel day before yesterday. We 
are to hear from him when he does what he wa3 supposed to before we saw him, gone over 
Aie relevant files. When he claimed to have seen them all it was child's play to tell 
him what he had not seen, and not only about rae. He was so nervous he couldn't keep his 
hands still, and he is a career spook. So, I believe he did see all they have and was 
lying but I arm t want to call him a liar to his face so I suggested instead that his 
people were holding out on him and perhaps he'd rather not learn this in court. If wo 
do not get satisfaction privately wo will in time go to court. 

I digressed because I thought this might interest you. If you did not know it, 
an addition to the investigative reporting of my youth I was a Senate investigator, was 
in OoS, worked with British intelligence before we got into World War II, and have 
on occasion worked with the Department of Justice. Thus the general procedures, which 
are basic and do not change, are not entirely mysterious to me and X was able to tell 
-cue uiA» a lawyer what their files have to hold and how they got some* 

-these explanations may tell you why 1 preferred not to make a direct approach to 

or • a ?:P aa » Aside froa the prevailing prejudice against my side of this issue 
what tney editta has a long and to the best of n y knowledge undenting record of biased 
reporting that amounts to official propaganda, whether or not they so see it. They do not 
laww the fact. I do. Also, when there wa3 infamous abuse of me I was forthright in my 
protests, wMch I hive a hunch will be remembered as it will not help me. The Sunday” 
ax-job on iaame-Up, for which a bitter partisan and a man who had made himself my 
enemy was selected, is the most recent case, simultaneously that particular man was 
doing anti-black propaganda Sas for USIA. 

By now I hope you have formed your own opinion of what I regard as a fine Mb 
Lesar did on the law and our experiences that today have added reference because of this 
UlA flap and because of the phoney citation of "national security" to suppress. Rather" 
tnan the substance of the transcript A had hoped the Sunday people sii^it hares® sene 
interest in^ Jim's writing. In addition, one of the reasons for amending the lew was 
the OitieiaA corrupting of it in one of ay suits. (Congressional deed'd, b/30/74.) It 
seemed to jae that these people might be less unreceptive if they heard, first from someone 
maids the Ames, someone who had read the work. Shis is why I asked you if you could 
speak to them, if it would be compromising in any way, please excuse me for 
piease also do not be embarrassed. Some day i’ll bo in hew York again and I'll try to 

see them personally. This will have the advantage of letting them note that X have but 
one head. 

* was d ®Xighted to meet Waldron. I had long respected his work, fie is a great 
guy in more than size. He thinks we'll get a trial for Ray, if not from the district judge 
£kn from the court ol appeals. Mo has a great sense of humor. When ho praised what he 
aa« me doa ho did that by needling me. I enjoyed it much. Including the praise! 

i harass for the help, iiope you have a good year* 






Sincerely, 



